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Office Action Summary 
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Applicants) 



Examiner 



Group Art Unit 
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A SHORTENED STATUTORY PERIOD FOR REPLY IS SET TO EXPIRE 
OF THIS COMMUNICATION. 



MONTH(S) FROM THE MAILING DATE 



term adjustment See 37 CFR 1 .704(b). 1 



Status 

^ Responsive to communication® filed on 
>^L This action is FINAL. 
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Wj This action is mwmu HftRAd in 

E Since this application in condition for a..owance .except for I ™ttenj g«-— » * to the men* .s closed 



Disposition of Claims 

^Claim(s) 



Of the above claim(s) 
□ Claim(s)- 



□ Claim(s)— 



□ Claim(s). 



. is/are pending in the application. 

_ is/are withdrawn from consideration. 

. is/are allowed. 

_ is/are rejected. 

_ is/are objected to. 

_ are subject to restriction or election 
requirement 



Application Papers 

□ The proposed drawing correction, filed on 



is □ approved □ disapproved. 



□ The drawing® filed on 



is/are objected to by the Examiner 



□ "me specification is objected to by the Examiner. 

□ The oath or declaration is objected to by the Examiner. 

Priority under 35 U.S.C. § 1 19 (aHd) 

Acknowledgement is made of a claim for foreign priority under 35 U.S.C. § 119 (aHd). 

^ All □ Some* □ None of the: 

□ Certified copies of the priority documents have been received. 

□ Certified copies of the priority documents have been received in Application No. _ 
Copies of the certified copies of the priority documents have been received 
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' in this national stage application from the International Bureau (PCT Rule 17.2(a)) 

♦Certified copies not received: — — - 

Attachments) 



□ Information Disclosure Statement®, PTO-1449, Paper No(s). 

□ Notice of References) Cited, PTO-892 

Q Notice of Draftsperson's Patent Drawing Review, PTO-948 



□ Interview Summary, PTO-41 3 

□ Notice of Informal Patent Application, PTO-152 

□ Other 
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Application/Control Number: 09/485,082 
Art Unit: 1762 

DETAILED ACTION 



Response to Arguments 
, Applicant's arguments and amendments, filed 7/18/01, have been Mly considered and 
reviewed by the examiner, to Ugh. of the amendments and showing, the rejections to the claims 
under 35 USC 1 12 have been withdrawn by the examiner. Claims 1-3,8, and .0-24 are pending. 

The applicant argues that the references do not teach applying the slip as individual 
elements, bu, instead teach applying the meta, materiaU as an already aUoyed material. The 
examiner is not persuaded by the applicant's arguments as «bey are not commensurate in scope 
with the claims. The claims do not exclude applying the materials as an alloy. The claims 
merely require that the powders contains a, leas, one of the elements Cr, Ni, or Ce. An alloy 

not alloys. 

,„ response to applicant's argument that the examiner's conclusion of obviousness is 
based upon improper hindsight reasoning, it must be recognized that any judgment on 
obviousness is in a sense necessarily a reconstruction based upon hindsight reasoning. But so 
,„„ g as it takes into account only knowledge which was within the level of ordinary skill at the 
time the claimed invention was made, and does no, include knowledge gleaned only from the 
appHcant, disclosure, such a reconstruction is proper.' Se^eMcW*. 443 F.2d .392, 
,70 USPQ 209 (CCPA 1971). Olson e, al. does no, teach any specific parameters of the slurry 
deposition process. ft would have ,hus been obvious ,o one skilled in ,he ar, ,o use any 
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conventional slurry deposition process to form a .ayer of MCrAlY, with the expecfction of 
achieving the desired layer results in Olson et al. Rigney is applied by the examiner to teach a 
conventional slurry deposition process of forming an layer, such as a MCrAlY, similar to the 
Olson process It would have been obvious to one skilled in the art to perform the MCrAlY 
slurry deposition of Olson et al. in a manner consistent with that described by Rigney (i e. using 
the same materials and process specifications), with the expectation of achieving the desired 
MCrAlY layer in Olson et al., since it is shown by Rigney that such a slurry deposition process is 
known and conventional in the art for forming MCrAlY layers. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USCg 103 

2. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

section 102 of this title, if the differences between the suDjeci ^ ^ Mention was made to a person 

manner in which the invention was made. 

3. Claims 1-3, 8, and 10-24 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 

Olson et al. in view of Rigney. 

Olson et al. and Rigney are applied here for the same reasons as given above and in 

paragraph 6 of the previous office action. 

Conclusion 

4. THIS ACTION IS MADE FINAL. Applicant is reminded of the extension of time 
policy as set forth in 37 CFR 1.136(a). 
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A shortened statutory period for reply to this final action is set to expire THREE 
MONTHS from the mailing date of this action. In the event a first reply is filed within TWO 
MONTHS of the mailing date of this final action and the advisory action is not mailed until after 
the end of the THREE-MONTH shortened statutory period, then the shortened statutory period 
will expire on the date the advisory action is mailed, and any extension fee pursuant to 37 
CFR 1.136(a) will be calculated from the mailing date of the advisory action. In no event, 
however, will the statutory period for reply expire later than SIX MONTHS from the mailing 
date of this final action. 

5. Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Michael Barr whose telephone number is 703-305-7919. The 
examiner can normally be reached on Monday-Thursday 6:00 am-4:30 pm. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Shrive Beck can be reached on 703-308-2333. The fax phone numbers for the 
organization where this application or proceeding is assigned are 703-305-5408 for regular 
communications and 703-305-3599 for After Final communications. 

Any inquiry of a general nature or relating to the status of this application or proceeding 
should be directed to the receptionist whose telephone number is 703-308-0661. 




Michael Barr 
Primary Examiner 
Art Unit 1762 



MB 

August 13, 2001 



